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Asynchronous Distributed ADMM for
Large-Scale Optimization- Part I
Algorithm and Convergence Analysis
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Abstract

Aiming at solving large-scale optimization problems, tipiaper studies distributed optimization
methods based on the alternating direction method of ntieitgo(ADMM). By formulating the opti-
mization problem as a consensus problem, the ADMM can be tosedlve the consensus problem in a
fully parallel fashion over a computer network with a stapdtmgy. However, traditional synchronized
computation does not scale well with the problem size, assgiged of the algorithm is limited by
the slowest workers. This is particularly true in a hetermgmis network where the computing nodes
experience different computation and communication del&ythis paper, we propose an asynchronous
distributed ADMM (AD-ADMM) which can effectively improvehte time efficiency of distributed op-
timization. Our main interest lies in analyzing the conerge conditions of the AD-ADMM, under
the populamartially asynchronousnodel, which is defined based on a maximum tolerable delapef t
network. Specifically, by considering general and possitidp-convex cost functions, we show that the
AD-ADMM is guaranteed to converge to the set of Karush-Kdtker (KKT) points as long as the
algorithm parameters are chosen appropriately accordiriget network delay. We further illustrate that
the asynchrony of the ADMM has to be handled with care, ashitjignodifying the implementation of
the AD-ADMM can jeopardize the algorithm convergence, euader the standard convex setting.
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|. INTRODUCTION
A. Background

Scaling up optimization algorithms for future data-intgesapplications calls for efficient distributed
and parallel implementations, so that modern multi-cogh tperformance computing technologies can
be fully utilized [2]—[4]. In this work, we are interested developing distributed optimization methods

for solving the following optimization problem

N
Inin ; fi(m) + h(z), 1)
where eacly; : R” — R is a (smooth) cost functior; : R — R U {oc} is a convex ( proper and lower
semi-continuous) but possibly non-smooth regularizafiorction. The latter is used to impose desired
structures on the solution (e.g., sparsity) and/or usedforee certain constraints. Problem (1) includes
as special cases many important statistical learning enablsuch as the LASSO problem [5], logistic
regression (LR) problem [6], support vector machine (SVM) &nd the sparse principal component
analysis (PCA) problem [8]. In this paper, we focus on sa@viarge-scale instances of these learning
problems with either a large number of training samples aargel number of features (is large) [3].
These are typical data-intensive machine learning saemariwhich the data sets are often distributedly
located in a few computing nodes. Traditional centralizptinoization methods, therefore, fails to scale
well due to their inability to handle distributed data setsl @omputing resources.

Our goal is to develop efficient distributed optimizatiog@ithms over a computer network with a
star topology, in which a master node coordinates the coatipat of a set of distributed workers (see
Figure 1 for illustration). Such star topology represent®amon architecture for distributed computing,
therefore it has been used widely in distributed optimaaf4], [9]-[16]. For example, under the star
topology, references [10], [11] presented distributediséstic gradient descent (SGD) methods, references
[12], [13] parallelized the proximal gradient (PG) methoddile references [14]-[17] parallelized the
block coordinate descent (BCD) method. In these works, tb&iliuted workers iteratively calculate
the gradients related to their local data, while the mastdects such information from the workers to
perform SGD, PG or BCD updates.

However, when scaling up these distributed algorithms,engghchronization becomes an important
issue. Specifically, under the synchronous protocol, thetends triggered at each iteration only if it
receives the required information from all the distributeatkers. On the one hand, such synchronization

is beneficial to make the algorithms well behaved; on therdtaad, however, the speed of the algorithms
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Worker 1 Worker 2 Worker ¢ Worker NV

Fig. 1: A star computer cluster with one master asidvorkers.

would be limited by the “slowest” worker especially when thwrkers have different computation
and communication delays. To address such dilemma, a feantregorks [10]-[14] have introduced
“asynchrony” into the distributed algorithms, which allewhe master to perform updates when not all,
but a small subset of workers have returned their gradidatrimation. The asynchronous updates would
cause “delayed” gradient information. A few algorithmiicks such as delay-dependent step-size selection
have been introduced to ensure that the staled gradiemtriafmn does not destroy the stability of the
algorithm. In practice, such asynchrony does make a bigrdiffce. As has been consistently reported in
[10]-[14], under such an asynchronous protocol, the coatjmut time can decrease almost linearly with

the number of workers.

B. Related Works

A different approach for distributed and parallel optintiaa is based on the alternating direction
method of multipliers (ADMM) [9, Section 7.1.1]. In the dituted ADMM, the original learning problem
is partitioned intaV subproblems, each containing a subset of training samplbg dearning parameters.
At each iteration, the workers solve the subproblems and #enup-to-date variable information to the
master, who summarizes this information and broadcastsethdt to the workers. In this way, a given
large-scale learning problem can be solved in a paralleldsitibuted fashion. Notably, other than the
standard convex setting [9], the recent analysis in [18]dmasvn that such distributed ADMM is provably
convergent to a Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) point even for rcamvex problems.

Recently, the synchronous distributed ADMM [9], [18] hagbextended to the asynchronous setting,
similar to [10]—-[14]. Specifically, reference [19] has cmesed a version of AD-ADMM with bounded
delay assumption and studied its theoretical and numerardbrmances. However, only convex cases are
considered in [19]. Reference [20] has studied anotheliores AD-ADMM for non-convex problems,
which considers inexact subproblem updates and, simildi@p-[14], the workers compute gradient

information only. This type of distributed optimizationhgames, however, may not fully utilize the
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computation powers of distributed nodes. Besides, duedraict update, such schemes usually require
more iterations to converge and thus may have higher conuation overhead. References [21]-[23]
have respectively considered asynchronous ADMM methadsdoentralized optimization over networks.
These works consider network topologies beyond the stavamkt but their definition of asynchrony is
different from what we propose here. Specifically, the abymey in [21] lies in that, at each iteration,
the nodes are randomly activated to perform variable updite method presented in [22] further
allows that the communications between nodes can succeddilorandomly. It is shown in [22]
that such asynchronous ADMM can converge in a probabilitg-sense, provided that the nodes and
communication links satisfy certain statistical assuomtReference [23] has considered an asynchronous
dual ADMM method. The asynchrony is in the sense that the siade partitioned into groups based on

certain coloring scheme and only one group of nodes updaigbl@ in each iteration.

C. Contributions

In this papet, we generalize the state-of-the-art synchronous dig&thiADMM [9], [18] to the
asynchronous setting. Like [10]-[14], [19], [20], the askronous distributed ADMM (AD-ADMM)
algorithm developed in this paper gives the master the &n@eof making updates only based on variable
information from a partial set of workers, which further iropes the computation efficiency of the
distributed ADMM.

Theoretically, we show that, for general and possibly nonvex problems in the form of (1), the
AD-ADMM converges to the set of KKT points if the algorithm naaneters are chosen appropriately
according to the maximum network delay. Our results difigniicantly from the existing works [19],
[21], [22] which are all developed for convex problems. Téfere, the analysis and algorithm proposed
here are applicable not only to standard convex learnindgplenas but also to important non-convex
problems such as the sparse PCA problem [8] and matrix faat@mn problems [24]. To the best of
our knowledge, except the inexact version in [20], this is finst time that the distributed ADMM is
rigorously shown to be convergent for non-convex problenden the asynchronous protocol. Moreover,
unlike [19], [21], [22] where the convergence analyses ely ron certain statistical assumption on the
nodes/workers, our convergence analysis is determirgstet characterizes the worst-case convergence
conditions of the AD-ADMM under a bounded delay assumptinly.d~urthermore, we demonstrate that

the asynchrony of ADMM has to be handled with care — as a shgbdification of the algorithm may

In contrast to the conference paper [1], the current papesemts detailed proofs of theorems and more simulationtsesu
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lead to completely different convergence conditions anehnegestroy the convergence of ADMM for
convex problems. Some numerical results are presentedpfmsuour theoretical claims.

In the companion paper [25], the linear convergence canditdf the AD-ADMM is further analyzed.
In addition, the numerical performance of the AD-ADMM is exiaed by solving a large-scale LR
problem on a high-performance computer cluster.

Synopsis: Section Il presents the applications of problem (1) andergsithe distributed ADMM in
[9]. The proposed AD-ADMM and its convergence conditions presented in Section Ill. Comparison
of the proposed AD-ADMM with an alternative scheme is présérin Section IV. Some simulation

results are presented in Section V. Finally, concludingaias are given in Section VI.

[I. APPLICATIONS ANDDISTRIBUTED ADMM
A. Applications

We target at solving problem (1) over a star computer netwolster) with one master node and
workers/slaves, as illustrated in Figure 1. Such distebubptimization approach is extremely useful in
modern big data applications [3]. For example, let us carside following regularized empirical risk

minimization problem [7]

min E(arfw,yj) + Q(w), 2

where m is the number of training samples arﬂ(ja;fw,yj) is a loss function (e.g., regression or
classification error) that depends on the training sanagle= R”, label y; and the parameter vector
w € R™. Here,n denotes the dimension of the parameters (featufe&y) is an appropriate convex
regularizer. Problem (2) is one of the most important pnoisién signal processing and statistical learning,
which includes the LASSO problem [26], LR [6], SVM [7] and thparse PCA problem [8], to name
a few. Obviously, solving (2) can be challenging when the berof training samples is very large. In
that case, it is natural to split the training samples actiessomputer cluster and resort to a distributed
optimization approach. Suppose that theéraining samples are uniformly distributed and stored tey/Xh
workers, with each nodegettingg; = um/N 1 samples. By defining;(w) £ Z;ﬁ(i—l)qi+1 l(a]w,y;),
i=1,...,N, andh(w) £ Q(w), it is clear that (2) is an instance of (1).

When the number of training samples is moderate but the diiloerof the parameters is very large
(n > m), problem (2) is also challenging to solve. By [9, SectioB],7one can instead consider the
Lagrangian dual problem of (2) provided that (2) has zeroligugap. Specifically, let the training

matrix A = [ay,...,a,;,]T € R™*" be partitioned asA = [A1,..., Ay], and let the parameter vector
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w be partitioned conformally a& = [w,...,w%]T; moreover, assume th&k is separable aQ(w) =

Zf\il Q;(w;). Then, following [9, Section 7.3], one can obtain the duabbem of (2) as

N
min > OF(Afv) + & (v), 3
v i=1

wherev 2 [vy,...,v,]|T is a dual variable®*(v) = > e U (v,y5), and£* and @} are respectively

the conjugate functions of and(2,;. Note that (3) is equivalent to splitting the parameters across the
N workers. Clearly, problem (3) is an instance of (1).

It is interesting to mention that many emerging problemsnrad power grid can also be formulated
as problem (1); see, for example, the power state estimatioblem considered in [27] is solved by
employing the distributed ADMM. The energy management |gnois (i.e., demand response) in [28]—[30]
can potentially be handled by the distributed ADMM as well.

B. Distributed ADMM

In this section, we present the distributed ADMM [4], [9] feolving problem (1). Let us consider the

following consensus formulation of problem (1)

N
o, i Z filx:) + h(zo) (4a)
i=1,.,.N =1
st x;=x9, Vi=1,...,N. (4b)
In (4), the N + 1 variablesx;, i = 0,1,...,N, are subject to the consensus constraint in (4b), i.e.,
xg=x1 = --- = xy. Thus, problem (4) is equivalent to (1).

It has been shown that such a consensus problem can be ¢ffigeived by the ADMM [9]. To
describe this method, lex € R™ denote the Lagrange dual variable associated with consi{@b) and
define the following augmented Lagrangian function

N
Ly(@,z0,A) = fi(x;) + h(o)

1=1

N N
+ ;A? (2 —20) + £ Z laz; — oll?, (5)

wherez = [zT,... 2L )T, X2 AT, ..., AT])T andp > 0 is a penalty parameter. According to [4], the

standard synchronous ADMM iteratively updates the prinalablesz;,i = 0,1,..., N, by minimizing

(5) in a (one-round) Gauss-Seidel fashion, followed by tipdathe dual variable\ using an approximate

gradient ascent method. The ADMM algorithm for solving (4)presented in Algorithm 1,
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Algorithm 1 (Synchronous) Distributed ADMM for (4) [9]
1: Given initial variablesz® and\’; setz) = z° andk = 0.

2: repeat

3. update

xh=arg min {h(m‘o) S DEPY

xoeR"
+EE 8,k - wol? . ©
;! =arg min fi(x;) + ol AF + 8@, — a2,
Vi=1,...,N, )
AL — AE (et —af T Vi=1,... N, (8)

4:  set k+ k+ 1.

a

until a predefined stopping criterion is satisfied.

As seen, Algorithm 1 is naturally implementable over the samputer network illustrated in Figure
1. Specifically, the master node takes charge of optimizindy (6), and each workei is responsible
for optimizing (x;, A;) by (7)-(8). Through exchanging the up-to-datg and (x;,\;) between the
master and the workers, Algorithm 1 solves problem (1) in [y fdistributed and parallel manner.
Convergence properties of the distributed ADMM have beeteresively studied; see, e.g., [9], [18],
[31]-[33]. Specifically, [31] shows that the ADMM, under ggal convex assumptions, has a worst-case
O(1/k) convergence rate; while [32] shows that the ADMM can havenadi convergence rate given
strong convexity and smoothness conditions fg's. For non-convex and smootfi’s, the work [18]
shows that Algorithm 1 can converge to the set of KKT pointswaiO(1/v/k) rate as long ap is large
enough.

However, Algorithm 1 is a synchronous algorithm, where therations of the master and the workers
are “locked” with each other. Specifically, to optimizg at each iteration, the master has to wait until

receiving all the up-to-date variablés;, \;), i = 1,..., N, from the workers. Since the workers may
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have different computation and communication dedagrse pace of the optimization would be determined
by the “slowest” worker. As an example illustrated in Fig@@), the master updatas only when it

has received the variable information for the four workersewery iteration. As a result, under such
synchronous protocol, the master and speedy workers (gogkers 1 and 3 in Figure 2) would spend

most of the time idling, and thus the parallel computatiaeaburces cannot be fully utilized.

[Il. A SYNCHRONOUSDISTRIBUTED ADMM
A. Algorithm Description

In this section, we present an AD-ADMM. The asynchronism wesider is in the same spirit of
[10]-[14], [19], [20], where the master does not wait for thié workers. Instead, the master updatgs
whenever it receiveér;, \;) from a partial set of the workers. For example, in Figure 2{hbg¢ master
updatesxy whenever it receives the variable information from at laast workers. This implies that
none of the workers have to be synchronized with each otreettmaster does not need to wait for the
slowest worker either. As illustrated in Figure 2(b), wittetlock removed, both the master and speedy

workers can update their variables more frequently.

0 1 2 3 4 5
0 . 1 . 2 T xT xy xy Ty x z
Ly Iteration 0 (k=0) &g Iteration 1 (k=1) x; o o . o
h \ , ' (k=0) 1 (k=1) |(1‘ 2)| (k=3 (k=4) ‘( 5) | (k =6)
I | | | | | | | | |
[/ [J [ [ [ [ I
Master [l |.] I Master |:| l] l] l] |l:| |l:| -:I
Worker 1 -] : -l] : Worker 1 -] ! |
oot — - ' - “j — "%
woriers [, Worker 4
Computation delay Communication Computation delay Computation delay Communication Computation delay
of the workers delay of the master of the workers delay of the master
(a) Synchronous distributed ADMM (b) Asynchronous distributed ADMM

Fig. 2: lllustration of synchronous and asynchronous ithsted ADMM.

Let us denote: > 0 as the iteration number of the master (i.e., the number oédifior which the
master updates,), and denoted,, C V £ {1,..., N} as the index subset of workers from which the

master receives variable information during iteratiorffor example, in Figure 2(b)4, = {1,3} and

%In a heterogeneous network, the workers can have differemipatational powers, or the data sets can be non-uniformly
distributed across the network. Thus, the workers can rediifferent computational times in solving the local sudipems.
Besides, the communication delays can also be differegt, due to probabilistic communication failures and messag

retransmission.

February 22, 2016 DRAFT



A; = {1,2})3. We say that workei is “arrived” at iterationk if i € A; and “unarrived” otherwise.
Clearly, unbounded delay will jeopardize the algorithmagence. Therefore throughout this paper, we
will assume that the asynchronous delay in the network is\bed. In particular, we follow the popular

partially asynchronousnodel [4] and assume:

Assumption 1 (Bounded delay) et > 1 be a maximum tolerable delay. For alle V and iteration

k>0, it must be that € Ay U A1+ U Apaxfb—rs1,-1}-

Assumption 1 implies that every workeris arrived at least once within the perigd — 7 + 1, k.
In another word, the variable informatidex;, A;) used by the master must be at mesierations old.
To guarantee the bounded delay, at every iteration the mabtauld wait for the workers who have
been inactive forr — 1 iterations, if such workers exist. Note that, whenr= 1, one has < A, for all
i€V (i.e., Ay = V), which corresponds to the synchronous case and the méstgrsawaits for all the
workers at every iteration.

In Algorithm 2, we present the proposed AD-ADMM, which sgdixs respectively the steps for the
master and the distributed workers. Hert, denotes the complementary setf, i.e., A, N Af =
and A, U A7 = V. Algorithm 2 has five notable differences compared with Aidoon 1. First, the
master is required to updatéx;, \;) }icy, and such update is only performed for those variables with
i € Aj. Secondx, is updated by solving a problem with an additional proximeit ||z — xf|?,
wherey > 0 is a penalty parameter (cf. (12)). Adding such proximal tesntrucial in making the
algorithm well-behaved in the asynchronous setting. As lvélseen in the next section, a proper choice
of ~ guarantees the convergence of Algorithm 2. Third, the béesd;’s are introduced to count the
delays of the workers. If worker is arrived at the current iteration, thel is set to zero; otherwisej;
is increased by one. So, to ensure Assumption 1 hold all the, tin Step 4 ofAlgorithm of the Master
the master waits if there exists at least one worker whipse = — 1. Fourth, in addition to the bounded
delay, we assume that the master proceeds to update thblearanly if there are at least > 1 arrived
workers, i.e.|Ax| > A for all k£ [19]. Note that whend = N, the algorithm reduces to the synchronous
distributed ADMM. Fifth, in Step 6 ofAlgorithm of the Masterthe master sends the up-to-daigonly
to the arrived workers.

We emphasize again that both the master and fast workerseirAB*tADMM can have less idle

time and update more frequently than its synchronous couante As illustrated in Figure 2, during the

3without loss of generality, we letl_; = V, as seen from Figure 2.
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10

same period of time, the synchronous algorithm only coregléivo updates whereas the asynchronous
algorithm updates six times already. On the flip side, thenesyonous algorithm introduces delayed
variable information and thereby requires a larger numbé&erations to reach the same solution accuracy
than its synchronous counterpart. In practice we obserettie benefit of improved update frequency
can outweigh the cost of increased number of iterations,asna result the asynchronous algorithm can
still converge faster in time. This is particularly true whthe workers have different computation and
communication delays and when the computation and comratioicdelays of the master for solving
(12) is much shorter than the computation and communicateays of the workers for updating (13)
and (14%; e.g., see Figure 2. Detailed numerical results will be rgabin Section V of the companion

paper [25].

B. Convergence Analysis

In this subsection, we analyze the convergence conditibAdgorithm 2. We first make the following

standard assumption on problem (1) (or equivalently prab(é)):

Assumption 2 Each functionf; is twice differentiable and its gradient f; is Lipschitz continuous with
a Lipschitz constanL > 0; the functionh is proper convex (lower semi-continuous, but not necelysari
smooth) and do(k) (the domain ofh) is compact. Moreover, probleiii) is bounded below, i.e f* >

—oo Where F’* denotes the optimal objective value of probléih

Notably, we do not assume any convexity fjis. Indeed, we will show that the AD-ADMM can converge

to the set of KKT points even for non-convg¥s. Our main result is formally stated below.

Theorem 1 Suppose that Assumption 1 and Assumption 2 hold true. Mereamssume that there exists

a constantS € [1, N] such that|.A;| < S for all £ and that

00 > L,(x", 2, A°) — F* >0, (15)
2 2)2 2
>(1+L+L)+\/(21+L+L) +8L7 (16)
S(1+p)(r—1)2 =N
. ( p)(2 ) P 17)

“Note that, for many practical cases (sucthés,) = |zo||1) for which (12) has a closed-form solution, the computatiefay
of the master is negligible. For high-performance compalesters connected by large-bandwidth fiber links, the camioation
delays between the master and the workers can also be slavevir, for cases in which the computation and communicatio
delays of the master is significant, the AD-ADMM could be lgs® efficient than the synchronous ADMM due to the increased

number of iterations.
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11

Then,({z¥}N |, 2k, {AF}Y,) generated by(9), (10) and (12) are bounded and have limit points which
satisfy KKT conditions of probler).

Theorem 1 implies that the AD-ADMM is guaranteed to convermé¢he set of KKT points as long as
the penalty parameteys and~ are sufficiently large. Sincé/~y can be viewed as the step size xf,
(17) indicates that the master should be more cautious irimgay, if the network allows a longer delay
7. In particular, the valuey in the worst case should increase with the orderafWhenr = 1 (the
synchronous case), = —(Np)/2 < 0 and thus the proximal terr§|lz, — x> can be removed from
(12). On the other hand, we also see from (17) thahould increase witV if 7 > 1 is fixecP. This is
because in the worst case the more workers, the more outaditethation introduced in the network.
Finally, we should mention that a largemay be essential for the AD-ADMM to converge properly,
especially for non-convex problems, as we demonstrateimalations in Section V.

Let us compare Theorem 1 with the results in [19], [22]. Fitee convergence conditions in [19],
[22] are only applicable for convex problems, whereas osulte hold for both convex and non-convex
problems. Second, [19], [22] have made specific statisisalmptions on the behavior of the workers,
and the convergence results presented therein are in antakipe sense. Therefore it is possible, at least
theoretically, that a realization of the algorithm failsdonverge despite satisfying the conditions given
in [19]. On the contrary, our convergence results hold deitgstically.

Note that for non-convex;'s, subproblem (13) is not necessarily convex. Howeveremiyv > L
in (16) and twice differentiability off; (Assumption 2), subproblem (13) becomes a (strongly) conve
problen? and hence is globally solvable. Whefis are all convex functions, Theorem 1 reduces to the

following corollary.

Corollary 1 Assume thay;'s are all convex functions. Under the same premises of Emdr, and for

~ satisfying(17) and

>(1+L%+WK1+L%2+8U
p= 9 )
({zF}N 2k {AF}Y) generated by9), (10) and (12) are bounded and have limit points which satisfy
KKT conditions of probleng4).

(18)

SNote that, for a fixedr, S should increase withV.

®By [34, Lemma 1.2.2], the minimum eigenvalue of the Hessiaatrix of f;(a;) is no smaller than-L. Thus, forp > L,

subproblem (13) is a strongly convex problem.
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C. Proof of Theorem 1 and Corollary 1

Let us write Algorithm 2 from the master’s point of view. Dedih; as the last iteration number before
iteration k for which workeri € A, is arrived, i.e.,i € Ag,. Then Algorithm 2 from the master’s point

of view is as follows: for master iteratioh=0,1,...,
arg mm{fl(mz) + acT)\k +
@t = # Gl = bR, vie A (19)

xk Vi e Af

)

Nl okt pRtly g e g
A],H'l :{ i P( i 0 ) k ’ (20)

Ak Vi € AS

xht = arg min {h(azo) —al N Akl
:BOER"

N k
Lo b — a2 + 2z —m’5u2}.

Now it is relatively easy to see that the master updaigsising the delayedx;, \;);c4, and the old

(2, Ai)icas . Under Assumption 1, it must hold
max{k — 7,1} <k; <k Vk>0. (21)
Moreover, by the definition of; it holds thati ¢ A;,_; U--- U Ay, 1, therefore we have that
AR o AR2 =2 \F D vic A, (22)

By applying (22) to (19) and (20) (replacin.gfi“ with AF), we rewrite the master-point-of-view
algorithm in Algorithm 3.

Inspired by [18], our analysis for Theorem 1 investigatew fioe augmented Lagrangian function, i.e.,

£yt ) = 3 ) ) + S 00—
i=1
P Y k k|2
+ 53 It (26)
evolves with the iteration numbés, wherez® £ [(z¥)T, ... (2%)T]T and Ak £ (AT, ..., (A5)T]T.

The following lemma is one of the keys to prove Theorem 1.

"Note thatk; = —1 for k=0 andk; > —1 for k > 0
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Lemma 1 Suppose that Assumption 2 holds angd L. Then, it holds that

Lol N - £ (2,2, AY)

< - 2/7+Np|| k+1 $I§||2
+ (— +3) 5 I A
P2 i€Ay
p
>l -
€Ay
(1-p)+L k
g Ll et (27)
2 k
Proof: See Appendix A. |

Equation (27) shows that,(z*, zf, A¥) is not necessarily decreasing due to the error térigs, [|AF -
ki+1
AP and Yo, llg ™ —

First conside ;. o AT —AF||2. Note from (24) and the optimality condition of (23) thett; € Ay,

xf||?. Next we bound the sizes of these two terms.

0= vfl( k+1)+Ak+p( k+1 I§+1)
—vfz( k+1)—|—Ak+1 (28)

For anyi € A¢, denotek; < k as the last iteration number for which workeis arrived. Then; e Az
and thusV f;(zF 1) + ABF! = 0. Sincex? ™ = &F 2 = ... = gb = L and AR = NRF2 =

= AF =AM we obtain thatv f; (1) + AT = 0 Vi € A¢. Therefore, we conclude that
Vi) £ A1 =0, VieVandV k. (29)
By (29) and the Lipschitz continuity o¥ f; (Assumption 2), we can bound
AP — AF|? < |V fi(f ) = V fi(a)1?
< Ll — k)2, view. (30)
By applying (30), we can further write (27) as

L'p(a:kﬂ, wlg-i-l’ Ak-i—l)

1
< L (a" 2k, AF) + (”)Zumo 2|

€A

(2”””)” AR

L+L?+(1-p) L2
(S > ekt - ke 31)

€Ay
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From (31), one can observe that the error te{ﬁc@’i) >ica, ol — x§i+1H2 is present due to the

asynchrony of the network. The next lemma bounds this eemn:t

Lemma 2 Suppose that Assumption 1 holds and assume |thgt < S for all k, for some constant

S € [1, N]. Then, it holds that

k ) k=1 ‘
Yod o lah - TIP < S -1 et - gl (32)
J=01€A; J=0

Proof: See Appendix B. |

The last lemma shows thal,(z*, zf, \*) is bounded below:

Lemma 3 Under Assumption 2 and fgr > L, it holds that
LM 2 AR > s oo, (33)

Proof: See Appendix C. |
Given the three lemmas above, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.
Proof of Theorem 1: Note that any KKT point({z;}Y , z§, {\;}Y ) of problem (4) satisfies the

following conditions

Vii(x;)+A; =0, VieV, (34a)
s6— Ll AT =0, (34b)
x; =xp, Vie, (34c)

wheresj € oh(xf) denotes a subgradient ofat xj andoh(xj) is the subdifferential of, at . Since

(34) also implies

N
> Vii(@*)+s; =0, (35)
=1

wherez* £ zf = --- = x%,, =* is also a stationary point of the original problem (1).
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To prove the desired result, we take a telescoping sum of {@iich yields

ﬁp(wk—H, wk-i-l’ )\k+1) _ ﬁp(wO’ w87 )\0)

(”” )ZZII% 2

j=01icA;
L+ L?+(1—p) 1 »
P (O Y S g
j=01i€A;
k
2v+ Np i1 i
- (B el - (36)
§=0

By substituting (32) in Lemma 2 into (36), we obtain

k—1
(27+NP—5(1+02)(7'—1)2> S+ 12

5 [ o
=0
k N
L+L2) L? 1 .
+ (B2 S Y e P
=0 i=1

<L (:1: 3’307)‘0) Ep(mk+17mg+17)\k+1)
= (L, (20, @0, A0) — F*) — (L (", @kt A+L) — )
< L0 2), A%) — F* < o0, (37)
where the second inequality is obtained by applying Lemman8, the last strict inequality is due to
Assumption 2 where the optimal value® is assumed to be lower bounded.

Then, (16) and (17) imply that the left hand side (LHS) of (B7positive and increasing with. Since

the RHS of (37) is finite, we must have, As— oo,

k+1 k

ahtl —zf 50, Viev. (38)

a:o -0, x;
Given (30), (38) infers
ML AP0, view. (39)

We use (38) and (39) to show that every limit point (dte*}Y  xf, {A¥}V ) is a KKT point of
problem (4). Firstly, by applying (39) to (24) and by (38),eoobta|n3x0 — x?“ — 0 Vie A. For
i € Af, note thati € AE, (see the definition of; above (29)) and thus, by (24),

)\k +1 _ )‘k + p(a! B+l _ (()ki)ﬁl)’
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Where( i), denotes the last iteration number before iteraftpifor which workeri is arrived. Moreover,
sinceat ! = 2 = ... = gk = 2" vi € A¢, and by (24), (38) and (39), we hawe € A,

K3 K3

Hmk—i—l f“” Akl ;I§i+1H

[

E'L ! El ! El
— Hw/OH-l (k) (ki) — ! +1H

5'30 +x,
ki ki
< et — [ ||>\ R
p
— 0. (40)
So we conclude
il bl s oviey. (41)

Secondly, the optimality condition of (25) gives

N N
k41 k41 k41 k41
So _Z’\i _PZ(%' -z )
i=1 i=1
+y(agt —af) =0, (42)

for somesi ™ € dh(zE™!). By applying (41) and (38) to (42), we obtain that

N
sgth =Y A 0. (43)
=1

Equations (29), (41) and (43) imply th&fxF} Y, =k {AF1Y ) asymptotically satisfy the KKT condi-
tions in (34).

Lastly, let us show that{z¥}¥ zk {A¥}N,) is bounded and has limit points. Since ddm is
compact ande € dom(h), =k is a bounded sequence and thus has limit points. From @1)i € V,
are bounded and have limit points. Moreover, by (29), i € V, are bounded and have limit points as
well. In summary,({F} Y, xk {AF1Y ) converges to the set of KKT points of problem (4) . B

Proof of Corollary 1: The proof exactly follows that of Theorem 1. The only diffiece is that the

coefficient of the termI=2*L5~ ki +1 — 2|12 in (27) reduces from!=2*L 1o (02 see the

footnote in Appendix A. |

IV. COMPARISON WITH AN ALTERNATIVE SCHEME

In Algorithm 2, the workers computéz;, A;), ¢ € V, and the master is in charge of computing

xo. While such distributed implementation is intuitive andural, one may wonder whether there exist
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other valid implementations, and if so, how they compard wilgorithm 2. To shed some light on this
guestion, we consider in this section an alternative schierddgorithm 4.

Algorithm 4 differs from Algorithm 2 in that the master haedInot only the update af, but also that
of {\;}icy; so the workers only updatdse; }. In essence, in a synchronous network, Algorithm 2 and
Algorithm 4 are equivalent up to a change of update ¢réd have the same convergence conditions.
However, intriguingly, in an asynchronous network, the @igorithms may require distinct convergence
conditions and behave very differently in practice. To gmalthe convergence of Algorithm 4, we make

the following assumption.

Assumption 3 Each functiony; is strongly convex with modulug® > 0 and the functiom: is convex.

Under the strong convexity assumption, we are able to shawfaliowing convergence result for

Algorithm 4.

Theorem 2 Suppose that Assumption 1 and Assumption 3 hold true. Merdetv~ = 0 and

o2
(57 — 3) max{27,3(7 — 1)}’
and definezf = 5% 2F vi = 0,1,...,N, where ({2}, 2}) are generated by44) and (45).

Then, it holds that

0<p< (48)

Hiwf) + (e - P

i=1

N
—k_ -k
+y Iz — &)
i=1

(2 + (5)\)C
k

for all k, whereC < oo is a finite constant and, = max{||Af|},..., [|[A%[/}, in which {\?} denote the

< (49)

optimal dual variables of(4).

The proof is presented in Appendix D. Theorem 2 somehow #&spihat Algorithm 4 may require
stronger convergence conditions than Algorithm 2 in thenaeByonous network, ag’'s are assumed to
be strongly convex. Besides, different from Theorem 1 whei® advised to be large for Algorithm 2,
Theorem 2 indicates thatneeds to be small for Algorithm 4. Singes the step size of the dual gradient
ascent in (46), (48) implies that the master should maye slowly whenr is large. Such insight is
reminiscent of the recent convergence results for muttcllADMM in [33].

Interestingly and surprisingly, our numerical results o gresented shortly suggest that the strongly

convex f;'s and a smallp are necessary for the convergence of Algorithm 4.
8Algorithm 2 under the synchronous protocol is the same asmlym 1 with the order of (6) and (7) interchanged.
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V. SIMULATION RESULTS

The main purpose of this section is to examine the conveggdebavior of the AD-ADMM with
respect to the master’s iteration numbderSo, the simulation results to be presented are obtained by
implementing Algorithm 3 on a desktop computer. First, wesent the simulation results of the AD-
ADMM for solving the non-convex sparse PCA problem. Secamg consider the LASSO problem and
compare Algorithm 4 with Algorithm 2.

A. Example 1: Sparse PCA

Theorem 1 has shown that the AD-ADMM can converge for nonseriproblems. To verify this point,

let us consider the following sparse PCA problem [8]

N
. T RT
Inin - — Z;'w B} Bjw+0|wl|1, (50)
]:
where B; € R™*", vj =1,...,N, andf > 0 is a regularization parameter. The sparse PCA problem

above is not a convex problem. We display in Figure 3 the agaree performance of the AD-ADMM

for solving (50). In the simulations, each matid®; € R™ is a 1000 x 500 sparse random matrix with

approximately5000 non-zero entriesg is set t00.1 and N = 32. The penalty parameter is set to

p = Bmaxj—1 . N /\max(BfBj) and~ = 0. To simulate an asynchronous scenario, at each iteration,

half of the workers are assumed to have a probability 0.1 tarbged independently, and half of the

workers are assumed to have a probability 0.8 to be “arrivedépendently. At each iteration, the master

proceeds to update the variables as long as there is at leasiroved worker, i.e.A = 1. The accuracy

is defined as

Lo (z" ah, NF) — F
F

where ' denotes the optimal objective value for the synchronous ¢as= 1) which is obtained by

accuracy = (51)

running the distributed ADMM (with3 = 3) for 10000 iterations (it is found in the experiments that th
AD-ADMM converges to the same KKT point for different valuelsr). One can observe from Figure 3
that the AD-ADMM (with 8 = 3) indeed converges properly even though (50) is a non-copkaxem.
Interestingly, we note that for the example considered,litaeesAD-ADMM with v = 0 works well for
different values ofr, even though Theorem 1 suggests thahould be a larger value in the worst-case.
However, we do observe from Figure 3 that if one séts- 1.5 (i.e., a smaller value op), then the
AD-ADMM diverges even in the synchronous case= 1). This implies that the claim of a large enough

p is necessary for the non-convex sparse PCA problem.
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Fig. 3: Convergence curves of the AD-ADMM (Algorithm 2) foolging the sparse PCA problem (50);
N =320=0.1, p=fmaxj—i N )\maX(BjTBj) and~ = 0.

B. Example 2: LASSO

In this example, we compare the convergence performancelgdrihm 4 with Algorithm 2. We

consider the following LASSO problem

N
; 2 — b2
i 3w = b+ o, (52)
where A; € R™*" b, e R™, i =1,...,N, andf > 0. The elements ofd;’s are randomly generated

following the Gaussian distribution with zero mean and waitance, i.e.~~ N (0, 1); eachb; is generated
by b; = A;w’+ v; wherew? € R™ is ann x 1 sparse random vector with approximatélg5n non-zero
entries andy; is a noise vector with entries following/(0,0.01). A star network with 16 § = 16)
workers is considered. To simulate an asynchronous secerareach iteration, half of the workers are
assumed to have a probability 0.1 to be arrived indepengdniVorkers are assumed to have a probability
0.3 to be arrived independently, and the remaining 4 workeesassumed to have a probability 0.8 to
be arrived independently.

Figure 4(a) and Figure 4(b) respectively display the coymece curves (accuracy versus iteration
number) of Algorithm 2 and Algorithm 4 for solving (52) witN = 16, m = 200, n = 100 and§ = 0.1.
The accuracy is defined as
|£y(h, af, XF) — F|

s

accuracy = (53)

where F'* denotes the optimal objective value of problem (52). One se@ from Figure 4(a) that

Algorithm 2 (with p = 500, v = 0) converges well for various values of delay From Figure 4(b),
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Fig. 4: Convergence curves of Algorithm 2 and Algorithm 4 fmlving the LASSO problem in (52)
with N = 16, m = 200 andé = 0.1. The parametet is set to zero.

one can observe that, under the synchronous setting fi.1), Algorithm 4 (with p = 500) exhibits
a similar behavior as Algorithm 2 in Figure 4(a). Howeverdenthe asynchronous setting of= 3,
Algorithm 4 (with p = 500) diverges as shown in Figure 4(b); Algorithm 4 can becomeeent if one
decrease to 10. Analogously, forr = 10, one has to further redugeto 1 in order to have Algorithm 4
convergent. However, the convergence speed of Algorithnitld = 1 is much slower when comparing
to Algorithm 2 in Figure 4(a).

Figure 4(c) and Figure 4(d) show the comparison results gbAthm 2 and Algorithm 4 for solving
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(52) with n increased tal000. Note that, givenn = 200 andn = 1000, the cost functionsf;(w;) £

| A;w; — bs]|? in (52) are no longer strongly convex. One can observe froguréi 4(c) that Algorithm

2 (with p = 500, v = 0) still converges properly for various values of However, as one can see from
Figure 4(d), Algorithm 4 always diverges for various valwdésy even when the delay is as small as
two. As a result, the strong convexity assumed in Theorem 2 atso be necessary in practice. We
conclude from these simulation results that Algorithm 2n#igantly outperforms Algorithm 4 in the
asynchronous network, even though the two have the sameigmmnce behaviors in the synchronous

network.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, we have proposed the AD-ADMM (Algorithm 2) aignat solving large-scale instances
of problem (1) over a star computer network. Under the partesynchronous model, we have shown
(in Theorem 1) that the AD-ADMM can deterministically conge to the set of KKT points of problem
(4), even in the absence of convexity . We have also compared the AD-ADMM (Algorithm 2) with
an alternative asynchronous implementation (Algorithmadid illustrated the interesting fact that a slight
modification of the algorithm can significantly change thgoaithm convergence conditions/behaviors in
the asynchronous setting.

From the presented simulation results, we have observedtieaAD-ADMM may exhibit linear
convergence for some structured instances of problem (B conditions under which linear convergence
can be achieved are presented in the companion paper [2Bieftal results which demonstrate the
time efficiency of the proposed AD-ADMM on a high performaramamputer cluster are also presented
in [25].

APPENDIX A

PROOF OFLEMMA 1
Notice that
Lp(xf T bt AR o p (28 2l AF)
= L, (k1 gkt AR g (bt g AR
I ﬁp($k+17w18’/\k+l) _ £p(wk+1’$lo<:7)\k:)

+ LM 2, AF) — L, (2F, 2, AF). (A1)
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We bound the three pairs of the differences on the right haohel RHS) of (A.1) as follows. Firstly,
since—a] S AR 4 25V ekt — )2 4+ 2|0 — xf||? in (25) is strongly convex with respect

to (w.r.t.) =y with modulusy + Np, by [34, Definition 2.1.2], we have

N
P
(—(m’a> SR ank“ ’5||2)
=1
N

_ ( _ (wlg-i-l)T Z )\f-i-l

=1

N
P k 1 k+l 2 k+1 k12
FED ek ek St )
< ZAIH-I +pz k+1 k+l
4 ’Y+NP
k1 k)) (ak — iy + LI ke e, (A2)

By the optimality condition of (25) and the convexity bf we respectively have

<S/0€+1 Z)\k-l-l +pz k+1 _ k-‘rl

T
(= ’5*1—:::’5)) (ah — ) > 0, (A3)
hxg) > h(xf ™) + (s§) (@f — i), (A.4)

By subsequently applying (A.3) and (A.4) to (A.2), we obtain

N
4
(h(mé%) ()T AR Z okt — ’5u2>
=1
N
_ <h(w/0€+l) N (wlg-i-l)T Z )\?4-1
=1
N
gz k+1 I§+1H2 H-’EkH _ _,E18H2>
N0 gkt gl (A.5)
that is,
Lp(@ TN — £ (@, AP
_2y+Np + Np
< - —F|labt — xf)2. (A.6)
DRAFT
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Secondly, it directly follows from (26) that
Ep(mk+1,m]5, Ak-i—l) _ £p($k+1, -’13187 Ak)

(Aéﬂ—i-l Ak) ( k+1 wlg)

I
.MZ

i=1
= SO T )
€A,
1 PRI S
i€ Ay
i Z ||Ak+1 AkHZ
ZE.Ak
+ ) (A AT ( Bl _ gk, (A7)
i€ A

where the second equality is due to the fact th?fl = AFVic Af. and the last equality is obtained
by applying

AL = \E o p(@h ! — gkt vie A, (A.8)
as shown in (24).

Thirdly, define £;(z;, zf, A*) = fi(z;) + &l AF + £||lz; — =f|? and assume that > L. Since,
by [34, Lemma 1.2.2], the minimum eigenvalue of the Hessiatrim of f;(x;) is no smaller than-L,
Li(x;, xf, A¥) is strongly convex w.r.tz; and the convexity parameter is given by L > 0 °. Therefore,
one has

Ll af, AF) = Ly af, AF)
+ (Vfilay ™) + A + plaf ™ = 26) (27 — 2™

K3 K3

— L
ol AR (A.9)
Also, by the optimality condition of (23), one hag; € A,

0= Vfi(@l ™) + Xl + p(af ! — af ) (A.10)
= (Vfilz] ™) + A + pla ™! — zp))

+ p(zk — 2l . (A.11)

®When f; is a convex function, the minimum eigenvalue of the Hessiatrimof f;(x;) is zero. So, the convexity parameter
of Li(xi, \¥, xf) is p instead.
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By substituting (A.11) into (A.9) and by (26), we have

ﬁp($k+17 wg? Ak) - ﬁp(wk, :Blé, Ak)

I
E

(‘Ci(mi‘ﬁ_l? Ak? mg) - £Z(m57 )‘kv mg))
1

.
Il

(ﬁz‘(w“l e ) — (2, AF, zh))

>

.

S

<-—— Z s — ||

€Ay

+p Y (bt — )T (@ - 2h), (A.12)
€Ay

where the second equality is dueaﬁ{i“ =xFVie Ay, from (23).
After substituting (A.6), (A.7) and (A.12) into (A.1), we tin

Lo 2N — £ (X

27+NP 1 k 1 k+1 k
—|lxg" —mo\|2+—z AT — XF|?

€A
— L
B2l —afp?
1€AL
+ YA AN (@ )
€Ay
0 (bt —ah)T (@bt — ah). (A.13)
€A
Recall the Young’s inequality, i.e.,
a’b < [l + 2[b|? (A14)
- 20 2 ’

for anya, b andd > 0, and apply it to the fourth and fifth terms in the RHS of (A.13jhwo = 1 and
d = 1/p for somee > 0, respectively. Then (27) is obtained. |
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APPENDIX B

PROOF OFLEMMA 2

It is easy to show that

k Jj—1
+1 ¢ 12
ZZHwo—wé P=Y 300> (@b -2
j=01i€A; J=01icA; (=j,+1
k Jj—1
<D D G-di-1 Y e —agt
J=0icA; l=j7:+1
k Jj—1
9D IELID MR
j=0icA, e j—T+1
j—1
S<T—1)Z Z l=f — 262 (A.15)
J=0tl=j—7+1

where, in the second inequality, we have applied the facf efr < j; < j from (21); in the last
inequality, we have applied the assumption |gf| < S for all k. Notice that, in the summation
S STl — @G, each|z) — |2, wherej = 0,....k — 1, appears no more than

7 — 1 times. Thus, one can upper bound

k Jj—1 k—1
Yo > lab—agt P < -1 llagt - gl (A.16)
§=0 t=j—7+1 =0
which, combined with (A.15), yields (32). |

APPENDIXC

PROOF OFLEMMA 3

The proof is similar to [18, Lemma 2.3]. We present the proefehfor completeness. By recalling

equation (29) and applying it to (26), one obtains

N
ﬁp($k+1,wlg+l,Ak+1) _ h(wlof-i-l) + Zfl(wic—i-l)
1=1
al P
Z(vfz( k+1))T(m£€+1 k+1 ZHmk—H ISHHZ- (A.l?)

i=1

As V f; is Lipschitz continuous under Assumption 2, the descentﬂar{BG, Proposition A.24] holds

Fi(@ETY) < fi(af ) + (V filel )T (et — 2l

7

L
ettt — k2 v i=1,..., N, (A.18)

+3
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By combining (A.17) and (A.18), one can lower boufig(x"*!, k™! A1) as

£p( k+1 k+1 Ak-i—l) > h( k+1 +Zf2 k+1)
i=1

N
p—L
g 2l g (A.19)
which implies (33) giverp > L and under Assumption 2. |
APPENDIXD

PROOF OFTHEOREM 2

For ease of analysis, we equivalently write Algorithm 4 aofes: For iterationk = 0,1, ..

*

it { arg mm fz(acl) + mT)\k gy + Bl — ki b2 vie A,

; , (A.20)
xh Vi € Aj,

bt = arg min h(xg) — x} ZZ (AP L Zfil Hfﬂfﬂ —xo|%, (A.21)

ML AP o p(ah T — 2kt vi e . (A.22)

Here, k; is the last iteration number for which the master node receimessage from workeérc Ay
before iteratiork. Fori € Aj, let us denoté; (k—71 < ki < k) as the last iteration number for which the
master node receives message from woikeefore iterationk, and further denot@i (EZ- —7< @i < Ei)
as the last iteration number for which the master node resemessage from workeérbefore iteration
k;. Then, by (A.20), it must be

:cfiJrl = arg mln f,(a:z) + wT/\k oy + Sl — ok +1H2 Vi € AS, (A.23)
it = ot i+17 (A.24)
where the second equation is dueath™ = zF 2 = ... = gF = 2" vi € A¢.

Let us consider the following update steps

arg mln afi(xz;) + :BT/\k i gsz - a:'_“HHz, Vi e Ay
ahtt = { - 5 , (A.25)
arg nalcl_n afi(x;) + m;fp)\iiﬂ + gHmZ +1H2 Vi € Af
aht = arg min ah(zo) —af S, X+ § TN, 2k — o, (A.26)
ML = N4 (2t — bt vie V, (A.27)

wherea, 8 > 0. One can verify that (A.25)-(A.27) are equivalent to (A.Z8)22) and (A.23)-(A.24) if

one considers the change of variabks= ;\i/oz andp = /a.

February 22, 2016 DRAFT



27

We first consider the optimality condition of (A.25) fore A,:

0> adfy(@f™T (@ —@p) + ABHL 4 gkt — gt )T (@~ a)

= adfi(xl T @l — ) + (N (@l - )
+ (}\i}#l _ Xf)T(mf+1 — )+ Bkt — m§i+l)T(mf+1 — ), (A.28)

where we have applied (A.27) to obtain the equality. Sincelenm Assumption 3f; is strongly convex,
one has

7 )

2
afi(@)) 2 afi(@™) + adfi(@ ™ (@] - i) + T-|l2f ! - 2 (A-29)

Combining (A.28) and (A.29) gives rise to

_ 2

afi(@l™) — afi(a)) + Al @ - @) + -l - a)?
A X @ -+ AP - XD (@ - )
+ Bkt — b T (2 — 7)< 0 Vi€ Ay (A.30)

On the other hand, consider the optimality condition of &@.Bor i € Aj:

0> oV fi(ah )T (@bt — @) + (A 4 gt - a7 (@b - )

= aV (T (aF ! —xF)

3 KA
Yki+l | Yki+l Yk Fit1 ki+1 ki+1 Tei+INNT (k1
AT AT N = BT g ) + Bl — g ) (T -
k+1\T [ k+1 Ski+1\T /o k+1
:avfi(wi+) ($i+ _53;)"‘()‘1' +) (wi+ —x;)

+ (N XFOT (@M ) 4+ Blab ! — 2 T (@b — 2p), (A.31)

where (A.27) withk = k; and (A.24) are used to obtain the first equality. By combinfAd29) with
(A.31), one obtains

2
~ oo
afi(@l ™) —afi(@) + X (@} — @) + T2l — o)
kil Y ANT /. k+1 Yhitl  YkNT /o k+1
+()‘z'+ - ) ($i+ _37?)"“()‘1'4_ — A7) (wi+ —x7)

+ Bkt — )T (b gr) <0 Vie AS. (A.32)

By summing (A.30) for alli € A; and (A.32) for alli € Af and further summing the resultant two
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terms, we obtain that
N N N N o2
k41 XT/ k+1 k+1
AR SYACTRE S (T N e WP
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

+ 3 X @ -+ S (AR X)) (@ -2
ieAy 1€ A5

~~

(a)
+ Z )\k +1 )\k) ( k+1 x) + Z(Xfﬂ _ in)T(me — )

€Ay iEAC
+ Z ﬁ k—i—l k +1)T(m;€+1 Z 5 k +1 k +1)T(m£€+1 _ m;k) S 0. (A33)
€Ay ZE.AC

(b)
The term (a) in (A.33), after adding and subtractﬁgeAi(Xf“ — )T (xF — &), can be written as

N 7 ~
(a) _ Z(Xf+1 - ;‘i)T(me _ 332'*) + Z (Xéﬂ—l—l _ )\f—i-l)T(mf—i-l o m;). (A.34)
=1 i€AS

The term (b) in (A.33) can be expressed as

k+1 k k kit INT [ k+1 kit1 TeitINT (k1
=Y Blagt —af ol —af T (@ )+ D Bl —af T (el - @)

1€ AL €A
—Zﬂ S ab) (@ — et + Y Blab ! af - abt s a)T (@ - )
1€AS,
+ Y Blaf et (@~ al). (A.35)
€A
Note that, by applying (A.27) and the fact #f = = Vi € V, one can write
N
ZB 5 — o) (@ — ) = 3 plak — oh)T (@ - 2kt 4 2t - )

=1

N
=D (gt =) (AT = AD) + NB(agt - ap)” (agt — ap).

=1
(A.36)
So, The term (b) in (A.35) is given by
N
(b) =) (agt —@f) (AT = XF) + NB(ag ™ — ) (25" — )
i=1
+ Z 5 k+1 k—l—l k—l—l —|—$0) ( f—l—l _|_ Z B _mg +1) (mf—l-l _m:)
€AY, 1€A
(A.37)
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It can be shown that

N
D (@ft = )TN = X)) > 0. (A.38)
=1

To see this, consider the optimality condition of (A.28), € R",

N
0> ah(zgt) — ah(zo) — Z:(;\éC + Bt — o) (2 — o)
i=1
N ~
= ah(zf™) — ah(we) = > (AT (@f ! - x0), (A.39)
=1

where the equality is due to (A.27). By letting) = =} in (A.39) and also considering (A.39) for iteration

k andxg = !, we have

(AT (g ),

Mz

0> ah(xf™) — ah(zk) -
1

.
Il

AT (@h — xft), (A.40)

Mz

0> ah(zf) — ah(zf™) -
1
respectively. By summing the above two equations, we ol§fai®8). Moreover, by lettingey = =7 = x;

in (A.39), we have

.
Il

2

ah(xb+h) — ah(xh) Z)\T b =) =Y (T - X)T(@ T -2 <0, (A.41)

i
i=1

By summing (A.41) and (A.33) foIIowed by applying (A.34), @Y) and (A.38), one obtains

N N N
* * 3 aJ *
a Y fil@™) +ah(@g™) —a ) fila}) - ah(ag) + YN (@ —afth) + Z it -
=1

i=1 i=1

N

1 ~

B Z Ak—‘rl Ak—‘rl Ak) +NB( k+1 wlg)T(wg—i-l N wg)

+ Z(Xfﬁ-l _ j\iﬁl +j\§w+1 _ j\ki)T(w;chl ) + Z )\k +1 )\k) ( k41 —z})
1€AS 1€AL

+ Z B(wloﬂ-i-l _ wlgiﬂ k+1 g ) (wi;ﬂ oz + Z ﬁ(a:’g _ w§i+1)T($§+1 —z) <0,
€A 1€AL

where the seventh term in the LHS is obtained by applying TA.2
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We sum (A.42) fork = 0,..., K — 1 and take the average, which yields

K-1 N
1
LhH el T(phtl _ phtl
KZ[E_;JZ )+ hla }— [Zfz +hx0>]+gkz_0;xz< =)
K-1 N
1 Z Z )\k—i-l 3 )\k—i-l PV NB | Z BHL _ b VT (k1 _ gy
B 0 0
k=0 =1
(a) (b)
K—1
1 ao® B+l %2
< X Z ‘ THm i |
k=0 =1

K-1
1 N X <7 ~7 ~7 -
9 M ED MCeE e P O R IED BIC R ST )
k=0 1€AS €A
()
1 K-1 : B
< Z B k-‘rl i k—i—l +w0) ( iﬂ—i—l Z ,8 wlgrl-l)T(w;H—l —ZB:)) )
k:O 1€AS 1€ A,
(d)
(A.43)
It is easy to see that term (a)
IS N N N N N
@=32 (IIAf“ = A2 = IR = X2+ I - W)
k=0
1 K 3 12 1 30 3 12 1 -« Yh+1 k(2
= NS = Xill? = SIIAY = Xl + 5 D0 IAT = AP (A44)
and similarly, term (b)
1 K-1
—3 2 (1ab*t = a1? - lab - gl + ok - b
k=0
1 K *|2 1 0 * 2 k+1 2
= 5”330 — x5 - 5”330 —zg” + Z B 330” (A.45)
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Notice that one can bound the tef; "' 3=, 4, (Af ™" = AT (2} — a7) in (c) as follows

K—1 B K—1 k-1
SO AT AN @ —a =0T D KXY (@ -2
k=0 ic A, k=0 i€ Ay ¢=k,+1
K-1 k—
<> > Z H/\f =X -l -
k=0 i€ Ay, =k~
N K-1 k- 32
<y Z ( el — X+ et (n.46)
i=1 k=0 {=
N K-1 9
<3 (G IR R CE P ek ), (a.47)
=1 k=0
where the second inequality is obtained by applying the Yaumequality:
a™b < o -flall> + 5 o] (A.48)

for any a, b andd > 0; the last inequality is caused by the fact that the t(ﬁﬁdj“ — XfH? for each
k does not appear more than— 1 times in the RHS of (A.46). By applying a similar idea to thestfir

term of (c) and by (A.47), one eventually can bound (c) aso¥ed
N K-1

N
3(r 3(r—1)p*
e 3 DI LU U S et a4
i=1 k=0 i=1 k=0
Similarly, the termy_ ;" S, 4 B(zh — 2l T (@b — 2*) in (d) can be upper bounded as follows
K-1 K—1 k—1
S B —aft @ —an <Y > Y Blaf—af - ! —a)
k=0 ic Ay k=0 i€ Ay l=k—7+1
N K-1 k-1 1 ,82
<3 (2||m§“ 1P + et~ at?) (A50)
i=1 k=0 (=k—7+1
K-1

—xf|? +

T —1)p? N
(T VB g —m?).

5 (A.51)

k
By applying a similar idea to the first term of (d) and by (A.5&he can bound (d) as follows
N K-1

) <Tuw§+l N wzuz). (A52)

| A
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After substituting (A.44), (A.45), (A.49) and (A.52) intd\(d3), we obtain that

[t o[ S o] 3 o

=1

K—1 K-1 N
« k+1 k+1 1 T pk+1
<= [Zfz )+ h(z ] [Zfz +h"”0]+EZZ’\Z<mZ
k=0 -i=1 k=0 =1
1 30 %2 K o NBy o a2 NB, Kk 2
< %—K;”Ai T 25KZ”)\ = Xil?+ K”wo—%H —ﬁ”wo — x|
3(r—1) N R
- B+ 3k2 4 k1 2
(e M)gZHA X (———) Zn ]
K-1 N

ZZ( o DF 425 2007 ) ap  a
k=0 i=1

where the first inequality is by the convexity ¢fs and h.
According to (A.53), by choosing
(57 —3)3?

o2

f > max{27,3(t — 1)}, a>

)

and recalling that\; = X;/a andp = 3/a, one can obtain

N
[Zfi(miK)‘F } [Zfz +hm0}+ZAT )
] =1
N
N
Z = AP + S a8 - @l

Note that (A.54) is equwalent to

o? o?

(57 —=3)p8 = (57 — 3) max{27,3(7 — 1)}

p=0/a<

Now, let \; = A* + -Zp =20

[zl

[;ﬁ(mf% } {Zf +hm0}+z)\* K )50

=1

Thus, we obtain that

C
- 0 * 2 *12| A 1
E |12 — 25|| < —[—2[) Hmuégg{ § [Ai = Af +all } Pl — gl } =%
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Vi € Vin (A.57), and note that, by the duality theory [37],
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k+1)

(A.53)

(A.54)

(A.55)

(A.56)

(A57)
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On the other hand, lex; = A} in (A.57), and note that,

N (& S nTIAK K
[;fz(wi ) + h( } {Zfz +hw0)} +;(,\i) (&K — &K)
[éﬁ(m{() +h } [Zfz )+ h(z H —5A§;Hmf — &l (A.58)

wheredy = max{[|Af], ..., |A%||}. Thus, we obtain that

[gwfw }[Zf, )+ hia)|

< — P — A — — = .
Finally, combining (A.57) and (A.59) gives rise to (52). |
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Algorithm 2 Asynchronous Distributed ADMM for (4).
1: Algorithm of the Master:

2: Given initial variable z® and broadcast it to the workers. Set= 0 andd; = --- = dy = 0;
3: repeat

4:  wait until receiving {@i,;\i}ieAk from workersi € A; such that|Ay| > A andd; < 7 —1

Vi € Aj.
5. update
x;, Vie A
2}t = { . (9)
zF Vie AS
AR+ { ko (10)
AP Vie AS
0 Vi e A
di = : (11)
di+1 Vie Az
xhtl = arg mrgleiﬂgn {h(mo) —zf Zf\il P
+ 85 et~ woll + Flan - P}, 12)
6: broadcast z{ ™ to the workers inAj.
7. set k<« k+1.
8: until a predefined stopping criterion is satisfied.
1: Algorithm of the ith Worker:
2: Given initial A° and setk; = 0.
3: repeat
4:  wait until receivingz, from the master node.
5. update
bt = arg min fi(z;) + 2l AP+ L@ — @0, (13)
:I:»LER"
AR = NE (bt ). (14)

6:  send (! AF 1) to the master node.
7 set kj < k; + 1.

8: until a predefined stopping criterion is satisfied.
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Algorithm 3 Asynchronous distributed ADMM from the master’'s point oéwi

1: Given initial variablesz® and\’; setz) = z° andk = 0.

2: repeat
3. update
arg min {fz-(a:i) +axl AF
x; €R™
k+1_ i .
@it = + 8l - m'&“u?}, vie Ay (23)
x! Vi € Ajf,
N4 p(zhtt — gkt e A
)\?—i—l :{ 7 P( i 0 ) k ’ (24)
AE Vi € AS
m’§+1 =arg mIglel]EI {h(mo) -z Zf\il )\fﬂ
N
8 et = woll + Flan - b . (25)

4 set k<« k+1.

5. until a predefined stopping criterion is satisfied.
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Algorithm 4 An Alternative Implementation of Asynchronous DistribditADMM.

1: Algorithm of the Master:

2: Given initial variable z° and broadcast it to the workers. Set= 0 andd; = --- = dy = 0;

3: repeat

4:  wait until receiving {ii,sz}ieAk from workersi € A; such that|Ay| > A andd; < 7 — 1

Vi € Af.
5. update
z; VieA
! = { ’ . (44)
zh Vie AS
{ 0 Vi e Ay
di = )
d;+1 Vie Az
xhtl = arg nglel%RIn {h(mo) — SN Ak
N .k
+ 85 b~ aol? + Fleo — bl . (@5)
AL = N\F 4 p(af T — 2t vie v, (46)
6: broadcast zf ™ and {\""},c 4, to the workers inAy.
7. setk«+ k+1.
8: until a predefined stopping criterion is satisfied.
1: Algorithm of the ith Worker:
2: Given initial A° and setk; = 0.
3: repeat
4:  wait until receiving (&, A;) from the master node.
5. update
it = arg min fi(x;) + @ Ai + §llz; — @, (47)
6: send /™! to the master node.
7. set k; + k; + 1.
8: until a predefined stopping criterion is satisfied.
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